Values are expressed as mean ± SD. Graded on a scale of 0 to 20 (20 = worst repair; 0 = complete regeneration) according to Goebel et al. 20 . No statistic significant difference exists for all parameters and the average total score among the three treatment groups. Overall P values were for comparisons among the three treatment groups. Specific P values were for comparisons of two of the three treatment groups as follows: * P < 0.05 for debridement versus microfracture; # P < 0.05 for debridement versus enhanced microfracture; § P < 0.05 for microfracture versus enhanced microfracture group. Values are expressed as mean ± SD. Bold values indicate a significant difference between groups (P < 0.05). Graded on a scale of 0 to 31 (31 = no repair; 0 = complete regeneration) according to Sellers et al. 21 . No difference of the average total score and each parameter existed in the histological scoring of the repair tissue between the three treatment groups. Overall P values were for comparisons among the three treatment groups. Specific P values were for comparisons of two of the three treatment groups as follows: * P < 0.05 for debridement versus microfracture;
# P < 0.05 for debridement versus enhanced microfracture; § P < 0.05 for microfracture versus enhanced microfracture. Values are expressed as mean ± SD. Immunoreactivity of type-II collagen was compared with the adjacent hyaline cartilage and graded on a scale from 0 to 4 (0 = no immunoreactivity; 4 = stronger immunoreactivity than adjacent cartilage) 33 . No statistically significant differences existed between the three treatment groups. "Overall P values" were for comparisons among the three treatment groups, while "specific P values" referred to comparisons between two treatment groups as follows: * P < 0.05 for debridement versus microfracture; # P < 0.05 for debridement versus enhanced microfracture; § P < 0.05 for microfracture versus enhanced microfracture. Bone volume fraction (BV/TV) of SAS-adjacent and SAS-defect [SAS-defect (measured) ] were directly calculated with CTAnalyzer software, and expected BVTV of SAS-defect [SAS-defect (calculated) ] was calculated according to Formulas (2) and (4). Preservation rate was computed as the ratio of BV/TV of SAS-defect (measured) to BV/TV of SAS-defect (calculated) . Overall P values were calculated with one way ANOVA for comparison of the preservation rate of SAS-defect (calculated) among the three treatment groups, while specific P values were analyzed with Mann-Whitney U test and reported as follows: * P < 0.05 for preservation rate of BV/TV of SAS-defect(calculated) of defects from debridement versus microfracture group; # P < 0.05 for preservation rate of BV/TV of
